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THE  _P_OJJ_L_T_R_Y_  AND  _E_>^_G_  SITUATION 
Approved  "by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board,  February  l8,  1953 

SUMMARY 

Egg  production  vill  rise  seasonally  in  the  next  month  or  2,  "but  the 
k  percent  reduction  from  last  year  in  the  number  of  potential  layers  nov  on 
faras  vill  hold  output  below  a  year  earlier.    With  demand  from  commercial  egg 
breakers  and  consumers  expected  to  continue  strong,  prices  through  the  first 
6  months  of  1953  probably  will  be  higher  than  in  the  same  period  of  1952. 

The  situation  later,  particularly  toward  the  end  of  the  year,  will 
depend  upon  the  volume  of  egg  production.    Output  then  will  be  influenced 
not  only  by  the  likely  resumption  of  the  upward  trend  in  rate  of  lay  per 
bird,  but  also  by  the  number  of  chickens  to  be  raised  in  1953. 

Farmers  reported  in  February  that  they  intend  to  raise  k  percent 
fewer  chickens  than  in  1952  for  laying  flock  replacement.    However,  the 
egg-feed  price  relationships  in  the  past  few  months  have  been  encouraging 
to  egg  producers,  and  they  are  likely  to  continue  so.     This  may  induce 
farmers  to  raise  more  chickens  this  year  than  they  intended  on  February  1, 
Although  the  egg-feed  price  ratio  in  January  was  below  average,  it  was  19  per- 
cent above  a  year  earlier.    In  past  years  a  marKed  improvement  in  the  ratio 
usually  has  been  accompanied  by  an  increase  in  the  number  of  chickens  raised. 

In  January  and  early  February,  egg  prices  were  maintained  by  the 
demand  from  commercial  breakers  preparing  yolk,  albxjmen,  and  mixed  whole 
egg  for  sale  to  food  manufacvorers  and  processors.    The  breakers*  demand, 
stimulated  by  small  storage  holdings  of  frozen  egg  products,  began  un- 
usually early  in  the  season. 

Turkey  growers*  January  intentions  were  to  raise  23  percent  fewer 
Bmal 1  turkeys  in  1953  than  in  1952,  and  3  percent  fewer  large  turkeys.  In 
recent  years,  the  turkey  crops  have  been  larger  than  were  indicated  by 
farmers'  February  intentions.    The  Department  of  Agriculture  bought  about 
6  percent  (by  weight)  of  the  1952  turkey  crop  under  its  surplus  removal 
program,  confining  its  purchases  almost  entirely  to  large  turkeys.    If  the 
decline  in  the  production  of  large  turkeys  is  no  greater  than  indicated  by 
the  intentions,  the  1953  production  of  large  turkeys  will  still  exceed  the 
1952  supply  of  large  turkeys  after  allowing  for  those  bought  by  USDA, 

Cold-storage  iioldings  of  turkey  this  winter  are  record-large, 
aJ-though  the  decline  in  holdings  from  December  1  to  January  1  was  greater 
tjoan  usual.     There  was  a  further  decline  d'oring  January.    February  1  has 
been  tne  usual  peak  for  storage  holdings  of  turkey  in  recent  years.  Stor- 
age Holdings  of  chicken,  now  past  their  seasonal  peak,  are  less  than  two- 
tnirds  of  last  year. 

Production  of  broilers  will  exceed  a  year  earlier  in  the  first 
q.uarter  of  1953*    But  output  during  the  second  quarter  is  likely  to  be 
below  last  year  because  broiler  chick  placements  in  February-March  are 
not  likely  to  show  the  treraendous  increase  of  a  year  earlier.  Conse- 
quently, broiler  prices  are  expected  to  be  steadier  t^n  in  the  first 
half  of  last  year. 
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REVIEW  AHD  OUTLOOK 


Higher  Egg-Feed  Price  Ratio  May 

Alter  Farmers'  Plans  to  Raise  Chickens 

Farmers  Intend  to  raise  k  percent  fewer  chickens  than  in  1952  for 
laying  flock  replacement,  according  to  a  survey  made  atout  Fetruary  1. 
If  egg  prices  continue  as  favoratle  as  they  were  to  mid-Februeu:y,  farmers 
are  likely  to  raise  more  chickens  than  their  February  Intentions  indicate. 

Egg  prices  currently  are  higher,  and  feed  prices  lower,  than  a  year 
earlier.    Consequently  the  egg-feed  price  ratio  is  now  more  favorable  to 
producers  than  it  was  at  this  time  in  1952:    in  January  1953#  the  egg-feed 
price  ratio — the  number  of  pounds  of  poultry  ration  that  could  be  bought 
with  1  dozen  eggs — was  11.3;  in  January  1952  it  was  9.5.    In  the  months 
after  January,  the  1953  monthly  egg-feed  price  ratios  will  fall  as  the  egg 
price  declines  to  its  seasonal  low  point,  but  the  ratio  is  not  likely  to 
reach  the  1952  low  of  8.0. 

In  past  years  combinations  of  egg  and  feed  prices  such  as  those  of 
the  past  few  weeks,  and  those  which  are  expected  through  the  important 
months  of  the  hatching  season,  have  resulted  in  increases  from  the  year 
before  in  the  size  of  the  hatch. 
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Table  1.-  Egg-feed  price  ratio^  chickens  raised,  and  pullets  on 
farms,  January  1,  United  States,  1925  to  date 


Year 

Egg -feed 
\  price  ratio 
\  (weighted 
average* ) 

.ChlclcenB , 
'  raised  [ 

Pullets 
on  faxms 
January  1 
following 

:            Percentage  of  preceding  year 

'Intentions*  Egg-feed 
\  to  raise  *  price 
\  chickens  \  ratio* 

:  : 
rChlckens : 
:  raised  : 

•  « 

Pullets 
on  farms 
January  1 
loxJ-owing 

:  Pounds 

Millions 

Millions 

Percent  Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

1925 

:  12.9 

679 

102 

103 

1926 

:  13.5 

7 18 

105 

106 

1927 

:  13.1* 

750 

99 

101* 

1926 

:         12. 2 

700 

91 

93 

1929 

13.1 

751 

107 

107 

1930 

13.8 

111 

105 

101* 

1931 

10. 6 

709 

230 

77 

91 

91* 

1932  : 

11.6 

736 

237 

109 

101* 

103 

1933 

11*.  3 

750 

238 

123 

102 

100 

193^  : 

10.9 

6UU 

212 

76 

86 

89 

1935  . 

11. U 

656 

226 

105 

102 

107 

1936  : 

13.1 

715 

21*9 

115 

109 

110 

1937  : 

9.1* 

601 

215 

72 

81* 

86 

1938  : 

11.  u 

651 

21*2 

121 

108 

113 

1939  : 

12.5 

697 

25  i* 

111 

107 

105 

19^0  : 

10.1* 

631* 

2U0 

96  83 

91 

91* 

19^+1  : 

11.5 

71*5 

278 

109  111 

118 

116 

19^2  : 

13.2 

8**!* 

112  115 

113 

115 

191*3  : 

11*.  7 

1,001 

116  in 

119 

110 

19hh  : 

11.2 

832 

301 

83  76 

83 

86 

191*5  : 

12.8 

1/890 

322 

96  111* 

107 

107 

19^0  : 

11.9 

1/738 

281 

86  93 

83 

87 

191*7  : 

11.3 

1/719 

278 

91*  95 

97 

99 

191*8  : 

9.8 

1/615 

258 

80  87 

86 

93 

191*9  : 

12.7 

1/705 

287 

107  130 

115 

111 

1950  : 

9.6 

1/635 

261* 

88  76 

90 

92 

1951  : 

11.1* 

1/663 

276 

96  119 

101* 

105 

1952  : 

9.0(11.1)2/617 

255 

90  79 

93 

92. 

1953  : 

27(11.6) 

96 

1/  Fe vised. 

2/  Preliminary. 

3/  For  1953,  November  through  January;  comparable  1952  in  parentheses. 


♦  Weights  are  as  follows:  Preceding  November,  1;  preceding  December,  2; 
January,  3;  February,  1*;  March,  5;  April,  3;  May,  1. 
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The  monthly  reports  of  hatchery  production,  and,  beginning  In 
April,  of  young  chickens  on  farms  wll]  indicate  whether  or  not  farmers 
are  conforming,  until  those  dates,  to  their  February  intentions  to  raise 
fewer  chickens.    In  the  interpretation  of  these  reports.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  the  1952  hatch  was  early.    As  late  as  April  the  numbers 
of  young  chickens  on  farms  were  ahead  of  the  year  before,  but  the  early- 
season  excess  was  more  than  offset  by  sharp  declines  In  hatchings  in  I-lay 
and  later. 

The  intentions  to  raise  fewer  chickens  are  most  pronoimced  in  the 
East  and  V/est  North  Central  States  with  indicated  declines  of  10  and  8  per- 
cent respectively.    These  States  accounted  for  almost  half  of  the  chickens 
raised  in  1952.    In  other  regions  the  intentions  range  from  1  or  2  percent 
decreases  -  South  Central,  South  Atlantic,  and  Hew  England  States  -  and 
no  change  -  Middle  Atlantic  and  Pacific  States  -  to  a  6  percent  intended 
increase  in  the  Mountain  States. 

A  slight  increase  in  the  percentage  of  chicks  to  be  bought  as 
sexed  pullets  is  indicated  by  farniers'  February  1  intentions o 


Table  2.-  U.  S.  average  egg  price,  value  of  poultry  ration,  and  egg- feed 

price  ratio,  October  1950  to  date 


1950-51 

1951-52 

1952-53 

Month 

:  Egg 
:  price, : 

per 
:  dozen  : 

Value  of : 
poultry  : 
ration,  : 
per  cwt. : 

Egg-  : 
feed  : 
price  : 
ratio  : 

■^gg  • 
price,  : 

per  : 
dozen  : 

value  of; 
poui  try  : 
ration,  : 
per  cwt. : 

Egg-  : 
feed  : 
price  ; 
ratio  : 

Egg 
price, 

per 
dozen 

:  Value  of: 
:  poultry  : 
:  ration,  : 
:  per  cwt. ; 

Egg- 
feed 
price 
ratlo^ 

Cents 

Dollars 

Pounds 

Cents 

Ll liars 

Pounds 

Cents 

Dollai's 

Pounds 

Oct.  ! 

43.2 

3.60 

12.0 

55.6 

4.04 

13.8 

50.3 

4.17 

12.1 

Nov.  : 

45.8 

3.63 

12.6 

56c5 

4.12 

13.7 

51.9 

4.09 

12.7 

Dec.  i 

57.7 

3.74 

15.4 

51.1 

4,22 

12.1 

46.6 

4.08 

11.4 

Jan.  : 

k2.6 

3.89 

11.0 

40.5 

4.26 

9.5 

45.8 

4.06 

11.3 

Feb.  : 

kl.k 

3.96 

10.5 

34.7 

4.25 

8.1 

Mar.  : 

43.7 

4.00 

10.9 

34.0 

4.24 

8.0 

Apr,  : 

43.2 

3.99 

10.8 

35.2 

4.24 

8.3 

May 

U5.2 

4.02 

11.2 

34.2 

4.23 

8.1 

June 

kh.7 

3.95 

11.3 

35.7 

4,21 

8.5 

July 

hS.S 

3.95 

11.8 

43.3 

4.18 

10.3 

Aug, 

.  49.6 

3.96 

12.6 

48.2 

4.24 

11.4 

Sept. 

'  55.0 

3.99 

13.8 

48.7 

4.28 

11.4 
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Tatle  3."  Chlckons  raised,  and  intentions  to  raise  chickens,  "by  regions,  19^3  to  date 


Chickens  raised' 


Year 


rlfuBiber ; 


Percent- 
age of 
previous 
year 


Intentions 

to  raise 
chickens  as 
a  percent- 
age of 
previous 
year 


Chickens  raised 


Percent- 

Number 

age  of 

previous 

year 

Intentions 

to  raise 
chickens  as 
a  percent- 
age of 
previous 
year 


Chickens  raised' 


Number : 


Percent- 
age of 
previous 
year 


Intentions 

to  raise 
chickens  as 
a  percent- 
age of 
previous 
year 


Mil.       Pet.  Pet.  Mil.         Pet.  Pet.  Mil.         Pet.  Pc  t . 


Nev  Emland  Middle  Atlantic  East  North  Central 


:  3^ 

121 

132 

9k 

131 

123 

13U 

118 

110 

:  31 

91 

80 

60 

85 

7U 

15»^ 

8h 

8U 

:  31 

100 

9J* 

90 

112 

110 

171 

111 

92 

L^ke  1/ 

:  '=!3 

7U 

88 

69 

77 

89 

lUO 

82 

81 

:  26 

113 

93 

68 

99 

103 

136 

97 

92 

:  2l» 

92 

81 

61 

90 

8U 

115 

85 

79 

19^9  1/ 

:  29 

121 

111 

71* 

121 

llU 

135 

117 

99 

19^0  1/ 

:  29 

100 

105 

67 

91 

91 

121+ 

92 

85 

1951  2/ 

:  31 

107 

lUO 

76 

113 

100 

126 

102 

92 

1952  2/' 

•  33 

106 

96 

73 

96 

95 

118 

9U 

87 

195: 

99 

100 

90 

Vest  Horth 

Central 

South  Atlantic 

East  South 

Central 

19't3  : 

286 

116 

112 

108 

119 

126 

89 

llU 

125 

19**i*  : 

239 

81^ 

87 

93 

86 

88 

73 

82 

88 

19^*5  1/: 

251 

105 

90 

92 

00 

107 

7U 

101 

96 

I9U6  1/: 

215 

86 

81* 

80 

87 

95 

69 

93 

99 

19k7  1/': 

210 

98 

•  91 

75 

9U 

93 

65 

9J* 

95 

191*6  1/: 

160 

76 

71 

69 

92 

91* 

61 

91* 

89 

19^*9  1/: 

187 

117 

102 

73 

106 

105 

66 

108 

107 

1950  1/: 

168 

90 

83 

66 

90 

92 

57 

86 

98 

1951  2/': 

175 

103 

88 

68 

103 

102 

57 

100 

101 

1952  2/: 

152 

3£. 

86 

67 

99 

103 

55 

96 

99 

1953  : 

92 

98 

98 

West  South  Central 

Mountain 

Pacific 

I9U3  :' 

120 

119 

115 

33 

122 

119 

53 

118 

121 

191*1*  : 

9h 

78 

80 

26 

79 

79 

U2 

79 

71 

1945  1/: 

99 

105 

96 

28 

108 

90 

50 

119 

106 

191*6  1/: 

32 

83 

91 

23 

82 

88 

37 

7U 

78 

19hl  1/: 

79 

96 

96 

22 

96 

96 

37 

100 

92 

191*8  1/: 

66 

81* 

8U 

21 

95 

9U 

38 

103 

81 

19»*9  1/: 

77 

117 

117 

22 

105 

110 

U2 

111 

117 

1950  1/: 

66 

86 

88 

20 

91 

88 

39 

93 

88 

1951  £/: 

66 

100 

97 

22 

no 

100 

1*5 

115 

102 

1952  2J: 

53 

88 

9U 

19 

86 

86 

U2 

93 

85 

1953  : 

99 

106 

100 

1/  Pe vised. 

2/  Preliminary. 
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Tatle  h..  Sexed  chicks;  Farmers'  purchases,  19^+2-52,  and  Intentions,  1953> 


Year 


19^2 

19^3 
19^^ 
I9I15 
19^6 

19^7 


Chickens 
raised  "by 
farmers  for 
laying  flock 
repidcamont 


■/ 


Mlliiona 

1,0C1 

832 
2/890 
2/738 
2/719 


Percentage 
of  farmers ' 
baby  chick 
purclaaes 

Fiacl-;  cic 
ae7'j,.  oiillets 

Fere  cjnt 


Chickens 
raised  by 
farmers  for 
laying  flock 
replacement 
i/ 


Percentage 
of  farmers' 
baby  chick 
pvirchases 
made  l^b 
sexed  pullets 


Millions 


Percent 


21 

19U8  ; 

2/615 

30 

IT 

19U9 

2/705 

31 

20 

195& 

2/635 

32 

18 

1951 

"  663 

33 

22  ! 

1952  : 

617 

26  ; 

1953  : 

3/38 

1/  Excluding  specialized  broilers. 
2/  Pevlsed. 
3/  Intentions. 


B eductions  Intended  for  1953  Turkey  Cro-p 

Turkey  growers  Intend  only  a  moderate  reduction  of  their  1953  out- 
put from  the  record-high  level  of  1952.    In  January,  their  jntentlone 
were  to  reduce  output  of  heavy  breed  turkeys  by  3  percent  from  the  1952 
level,  and  to  cut  small-breed  birds  by  23  percent.    These  Intentions 
average  out  to  an  8  percent  Intended  cut  in  number  of  birds,  and  about  a 
6  or  7  percent  reduction  in  the  number  of  pounds  that  would  be  produced. 

In  past  years,  the  turkey  crops  have  usually  been  larger  than 
were  Indicated  by  January  intentions  (table  7).    In  specific  years  the 
differences  between  Intentions  and  actual  crops  have  been  variously  attri- 
buted to  favorable  turkey  or  feed  price  developments  during  the  hatching 
season,  plentiful  supplies  of  reasonably  priced  poults,  and  f reely-avalleble 
credit.    If  no  such  favorable  factors  occur  this  spring,  and  if  the  Intended 
3  percent  cut  materializes,  production  of  heavy  breed  birds  would  still 
exceed  the  "free-market"  supply  of  large-breed  turkeys  that  remained  from 
the  1952  crop  after  the  Department  of  Agriculture  had  bought  48  million 
pounds  for  surplus  removal. 

The  possibility  for  variation  between  January  intentions  end  later 
performance  Is  greater  for  small  turkeys  than  for  the  large  breeds .  Breeds 
such  as  the  Beltsville  Small  White  mature  faster  than  do  Bronze  turkeys, 
and  a  larger  proportion  of  them  are  sold  when  Immature.    Therefore,  their 
production  cycle  Is  much  shorter  than  for  standard  size  birds.    Also,  the 
White  breeder  hens  lay  more  eggs  than  the  bronze  birds.    In  addition,  some 
of  the  hens  from  late-1952  hatchings  could  presumably  be  held  back  from 
slaughter  in  order  to  increase  the  egg  supply  for  that  breed,  should  the 
demand  for  poults  be  stimulated  by  the  current  favorable  prices  for  small 
turkeys . 
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In  the  Shenandoah  Valley  of  Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  an  impor- 
tant area  for  the  production  of  small  turkeya,  recent  hatchings  have  shown 
a  shari)  decline  from  a  year  ago.    From  August  9^  1952  to  February  lU,  1953 

percent  fewer  eggs  were  sot    In  iiiicutators -.than  a  year  earlier.  All 
the  t'oriceys  grown  from  auch -settings  will  be  niarketable  in  1953.  In 
1951*52,  egg  settings  in  the  cdmparaljle' period  were  33  percent  of  the 
12 -month  total.  '       '   ~     :  :  . 

The  prospective  limited  supplies  of  fresh  small  turkeys  from  the 
Shenandoah  Valley  are  likely  to  maintain  prices  for  those  birds  for  the 
next  few  months.    The  prices  offered  farmers  there  in  mid-February--about 
k2  cents  per  pound--were  considerably  above  those  received  for  the  bulk 
of  the  1952  output.    If  the  price  holds  for  some  month's  at  the  early-Feb- 
ruary level,  it  may  induce  a  change  in  farmers'  plans,  especially  when 
considered  with  the  reductions  In  feed  pfices  since  last  fall. 

The  intended  3  percent  decline  in  the  output  of  standard-size 
trirkeys  is  relatively  small  in  view  of  last  fall's  turkey  prices,  end 
the  resulting  sale  to  the  Government  of  U8  million  pounds  of  eviscerated 
turkey  for  surplup  diversion.    l"hia  quantity,  practically  all  of  which 
came  from  the  large  breeds,  was  about  6  percent  of  the'  weight  oi'  the  total 
ly53  turkey  slaughter,  e-nd  a  scmowhat  larger  percentage  of  the  output  of 
the  large  breeds. 

The  most  consistent  State -by -State  response  toward  an  intended  re- 
duction in  turkey  numbers  was  in  the  Western  Region,  where  an  average 
decrease  of  15  percent  is  indicated.    E-espite  the  increase  in  the  popu- 
lation on  the  Pacific  Coast,  that  region  remains  a  surplus  producing  area. 
The  freipht  costs  from  the  coast  to  Eastern  markets  put  Western  producers 
at  a  disadvantage  of  3  or  U  cents  per  pound  of  dresoed  turkey,  relative 
to  Atlantic  seaboard  States. 

The  East  North  Central  States  intend  no  change,  and  the  West  North 
Central  States  a  3  percent  increase  from  1952  in  their  1953  turkey  out- 
put.   The  3  percent  increase  intended  in  Minnesota  would  amount  to  about 
kOO  thousand  birds.    It  is  in  contrast  to  a  December  1952  survey  of  Minne- 
sota turkey  hatcheries,  who  reported  a  decline  of  9  percent  from  a  year 
earlier  in  the  number  of  turkey  breeders  in  hatchery  supply  flocks. 

The  USDA  report  of  turkey  breeder    hens  on  hand  January  1  indi- 
cates a  10  percent  decline  from  a  year  earlier.    Anticipating  a  change 
of  about  that  magnitude  on  the  basis  of  an  earlier  private  survey,  the 
National  Turkey  Federation  estimated  that  by  late  Lecemter  "testing  (had) 
been  done  or  arranged  for  enough  breeding  hens  to  produce  as  large,-  or 
a  larger,  crop  of  heavy  turkeys  in  1953  then  the  record  1952  crop".  This 
estimate  follows  from  the  repid  tapering-off  of  turkey  hatching  toward 
the  end  of  the  1952  season,  and  the  incomplete  use  of  the  potential  supply 
of  hatching  eggs. 


JAN. -FEB i  1953 


-  10  - 


Ta"ble  5.-  Intentions  to  raise  turkeys,  1953>  and  turkeys  raised  and 
treed  distribution,  1951. and  1952,  by  regions 


!  .      .                   .  • .  Eegion 

Item 

!  Unit 

;  North  ; 

',  Atlan-j 
tic 

East 
North 
Central* 

West  ;  '. 
Worth  i 
Central '. 

South 
Atlan- 
tic 

* 
• 

:  South 
:  Central 

[Western' 

United 
States 

Intentions  to 
raise  turkeys, 
1953 

Percent - 
ago  of 
1952 

91 

100 

103 

Qk 

91 

35 

1/92 

Turkeys  raised  in: 
1952 
1951 

Mil. 
Mil.  ! 

.  5.2 
^.3 

.  .7.1 
6.0 

12.5 
12.3 

11.0 

7.8 

6.0 
5.U 

17.2 
16.3 

59.0 
52.3 

Percentage  of  J 
B.S.W.  2/  : 
turkeys  in  ' 
total  raised  ' 
1952  : 
1951  : 

Percent: 
Percent: 

23.5 
23 . 6 

18.2 
1U.7 

16.3 
14.6 

51.0 

22.7 
17.9 

17.7 
Ik. 2 

21^.5 
21.0 

T/  By  breed  classifications:  standard  sizes,  97  percent;  small  breeds,  77  percent. 
2/  Beltsvllle  vSmall  Whites  and  other  small  breeds. 


Table  6,-  Eviscerated  turkey;  USDA  contracts  to  purchase,  for  surplus  removal  from 
1952  crop,  by  States  and  intended  month  of  delivery 


1952 

1953 

State  1/ 

\  October 

November 

•  • 

•  • 

December 

\  January 

\  February 

\  March 

:  Total 

:    Thous . 

Thous. 

Thous . 

Thous. 

Thous . 

Thous . 

Thous. 

:  lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

California 

:  1,200 

1,596 

3,030 

809 

2,293 

150 

9,078 

Illinois 

:  1^ 

390 

2,0U0 

38 

2,5U2 

Iowa 

60 

60 

Kansas 

:  210 

60 

90 

150 

360 

870 

Minnesota 

:  60 

U81 

2,160 

1,681 

282 

4,664 

Missouri 

:  356 

2,553 

210 

1,830 

300 

8,1^3 

Nebraska 

:  i^95 

1,020 

390 

1,206 

870 

5,i+24 

New  York 

:  28 

2U0 

268 

North  Carolina 

270 

930 

U20 

1,620 

Ohio 

88U- 

•60 

1,770 

150 

2,864 

Oklahoma 

195 

U80 

270 

80 

1,025 

Oregon 

5^10 

953 

1,1+9^^ 

330 

93 

3,410 

South  Carolina 

60 

300 

117 

477 

Texas 

300 

1,170 

1,530 

360 

720 

510 

4,590  , 

Utah 

:  90 

60 

90 

150 

390  ' 

Virginia  ; 

8U0 

510 

360 

60 

1,770 

Washington  : 

231 

630 

861 

West  Virginia  : 

30 

90 

210 

330 

Total  : 

9.962 

l'+.76l 

2.1+80 

lU.273 

3.577 

48,4^6 

1/  State  of  intended  delivery:  not 

necessarily  State 

where  grown 

or  processed. 
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Table  8.-  Turkeys  raised,  and  intentions  to  raise  turkeys,  by  regions,  1938  to  date 


!  Turkeys  raised  '. 

Intentions 

Turkeys  raised 

:  Intentions 

.  Turkeys  raised 

Intentions 

to  raise 

:    to  raise 

:    to  raise 

Percent- : 

turkeys  a 3 

Percent- 

: turkeys  as  ; 

;  Percent- 

; turkeys  as 

Year 

age  of  : 

a  percent- 

age of 

:  a  percent- 

age  of 

:  a  percent- 

:Nuniber 

previous : 

age  of 

Number 

previous 

:      age  of  : 

Number 

previous 

:      age  of 

year  : 

previous 

year 

:  previous 

year 

:  previous 

1/  : 

year 

1/ 

:  year 

•  1/ 

:  yeetr 

:  Mij. . 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Mil, 

Pet. 

rCZ, 

Mil. 

Pet. 

rCT,. 

North  Atlantic 

East  North 

Central 

West  North 

Central 

1938 

:  1.6 

108 

Ill 

2.2 

106 

116 

8.5 

n7 

106 

1939 

:  1.9 

123 

130 

2.6 

119 

127 

11.  U 

13U 

131 

19'tO 

:  1.9 

101 

106 

2.9 

109 

111 

11.7 

102 

105 

19ltl 

:  2.1 

106 

102 

2.7 

9h 

97 

11.2 

96 

97 

19U2 

:  2.3 

110 

107 

2.9 

108 

106 

10.lt 

92 

108 

19^*3 

:  2.3 

102 

n9 

2.9 

100 

Ilk 

9.0 

87 

m 

19h'4 

:  2.7 

117 

108 

3.6 

123 

115 

9.8 

109 

102 

I9U5 

:  3.6 

I3U 

120 

U.6 

131 

120 

11.8 

120 

no 

I9U6 

:  3.5 

97 

100 

1*.7 

100 

100 

n.9 

101 

97 

I9U7 

:  3.3 

95 

90 

l*.3 

93 

90 

9.6 

81 

I9U8 

:  3.3 

99 

83 

U.O 

92 

81 

7.7 

80 

69 

I9U9 

3.6 

110 

113 

k.6 

121 

122 

10.1 

131 

136 

1950  ; 

3.9 

108 

106 

in 

no 

11.1 

no 

105 

1951  2/ 

'*.3 

no 

108 

'6.0 

n3 

101 

12.3 

ni 

100 

1952  2/ 

5.2 

121 

107 

7.1 

117 

n2 

12.5 

102 

105 

1953 

91 

100 

103 

South  Atlantic 

South  Central 

Western 

1938  : 

2.0 

93 

100 

6.2 

9h 

105 

6.U 

lOlt 

99 

1939  : 

2.1 

109 

121 

6.9 

112 

12U 

8.6 

133 

123 

19^*0  ; 

2.2 

102 

100 

6.8 

99 

in 

8.5 

100 

97 

I9IH  : 

2.2 

99 

99 

5.9 

86 

95 

8.9 

10k 

96 

I9U2  : 

2.U 

no 

116 

5.7 

97 

109 

9.2 

lOU 

107 

191*3  : 

2.3 

97 

no 

5.1* 

95 

lOU 

10.  u 

n3 

117 

19'*'*  : 

2.6 

103 

5.2 

96 

99 

n.7 

n3 

99 

I9U5  : 

3.3 

126 

n3 

103 

96 

ll».2 

121 

106 

I9U6  : 

3.5 

105 

105 

U.8 

90 

105 

n.8 

83 

82 

I9U7  : 

3.1 

90 

88 

U.O 

83 

93 

9.6 

81 

I9U8  : 

108 

93 

3.3 

83 

90 

9.9 

103 

89 

19U9  : 

U.6 

137 

126 

U.3 

132 

n9 

13.8 

139 

123 

1950  : 

5.5 

120 

n5 

U.7 

no 

91 

13.2 

96 

92 

1951  2/: 

7.8 

11*2 

108 

5.U 

n5 

101 

16.3 

12k 

95 

1952  2/: 

11.0 

lUl 

131 

6.0 

109 

lOU 

17.2 

105 

n2 

1953  : 

8U 

91 

85 

1/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 


2/  Preliminary. 
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Demand  f or  Coimierclal  Breaking 
lata  Ins  £.s;»^  Prices 

By  mid-Fetruary ,  seasonal  declines  had  brour:ht  shell  egg  prices  to  the 
lowest  level  since  last  summer.  Through  most  of  January,  egg  prices  had  held 
about  up  tc  the  December  levels,  despite  the  seasonal  increase  in  production. 


A  very  narrov  price  spread  "between  the  various  grades  of  eggs  was 
characteristic  in  the  first  month  or  6  weeks  of  19'^3.    This  was  due  to  the 
keen  demand  for  eggs  for  commercial  breaking.    To  early  February,  New  York 
spot  prices  for  frozen  mixed  whole  egg  had  not  yet  declined  appreciably  from 
the  peak  reached  in  January,  and  breaking  activities  were  reported  to  be 
already  well  undervay  in  the  Midwest.    In  December,  normally  a  month  of  very 
light  activity,  commercial  breaking  of  1952  was  3  times  larger  than  a  year 
earlier.    It  was  1^  percent  of  the  calendar  1952  output,  while  December  1951 
had  been  ^  of  1  percent  of  that  year's  production.    On  account,  of  the  great 
activity  of  breakers  in  some  sections  of  Iowa,  current  receipts  there  were 
bringing  the  same  price  as  top  graded  eggs,  and  in  New  York  City  on  some 
days  there  was  only  a  U-cent  spread  letween  top  and  ungraded  mixed  color 
Midwestern  eggs. 

Table  9.-  Eggs  and  products:    Prices,  mid-December  1952  tc  date,  with  comparisons 


1951 

-^2 

Description 

:  Dec  . 

;  Jan.  : 

Feb  . 

:  Dec . 

:  Jan. 

Feb .  : 

Mar . 

:  15 

:    1^.  : 

16 

:  15 

:    15  : 

15  : 

15 

:  Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Shell  eggs .  per  dozen  : 
Farm  prices : 

U.  S.  average  1/  :  U6.6 

Iowa- "mostly"  2/  : 

Top  quality  :  35-36 

Current  receipts  :  3I-32 

Wholesale  prices  : 
New  York: 

Nearby  whites,  fancy  : 

heavy  wts  :  55|- 

Midwestern,  Ig.  : 

mixed  colors  hj 

Chicago: 

Large,  white,  extras  ...  :i; 9^-50 
Los  Angeles :  : 

Consumer  grade  A  :  53-55 

Future  contract  prices:  : 

Chicago,  Sept.  delivery:  UU.IO 
Retail  prices:  : 

U.  5.  average  (BAE)  h/.:  6k .2 

New  York  City  5/  ..:  63. CC 

Frozen  egg,  per  lb .  : 
New  York,  carlots  : 

Mixed, whole  :  3U-36 

Albumen.  :  3I4.-36 

Yolic  ;  U6-U7 

1/  At  mid -month.  2/'  Friday  nearest 
y  Average  for  month.  ^  Average  for 
Grade  A  Large  and  Extra  Large. 


U5.S 

33- UO 
35-37 


52 
U7J-U3 
U5-U6 
50-51 

67.00 


51,1       i+0.5       31^.7  31^.0 


37-38  kl'h3  32-33 
35-36    35-37  28-30 


HQ  56-56J 
U5i 

h9 


kl 

kk-h-kj>  l+9j.5oi  39i-Ul 

62-64  50-51 
^9.60  48.30  U5.00 


69.6 
73.00 


58.8 
59.00 


35i-36i  35-36  3U-37  32-3^ 
3^^-37  32-36  26-2-29  2U-26 
U6-U7  ^7   61-62  59-61 


28-29  30-31 
25-26  ^26-28 


39  k2 

354-36  38^ 

35-36?  37-38 

k3-kk  UI+-I+5 

1;2.50  i+2.90 

53.0  51.5 
53.00  53.00 


27-29  26I-30 
19-21  l6i-19 
50-52  50-52 


indicated  date\ Complete  range  of .prices, 
week  including  given  date;  brown  or  mixed, 


JM.-FEB.  1953 
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Holdings  of  frozen  egg  in  35  cities  on  February  Ik  were  21  million  pounds, 
which  was  less  than  in  any  other  recent  year  except  1951.    In  1951  the  stocks 
were  as  low  as  I8  million  pounds  in  February,    The  35-city  low  last  year  was 
31  million. 

Although  the  total  production  on  farms  has  been  higher  to  mid-February 
this  year  than  a  year  earlier,  the  receipts  in  k  markets  and  at  reported  coun- 
try points  have  been  lower.    On  account  of  the  strong  demand  for  eggs  by  break- 
ers and  by  shippers  to  areas  other  than  the  large  northern  terminal  markets, 
the  large  December  and  January  production  was  not  reflected  in  New  York  and 
Chicago  receipts. 

Egg  production  on  farms  will  rise  to  a  seasonal  peak  in  March  or  April, 
but  that  peak  will  be  lower  than  last  year's.    Tliis  is  because  there  were  k  per- 
cent fewer  potential  layers  on  farms  on  February  1  than  a  year  earlier.  This 
percentage  decline  from  a  year  earlier  is  likely  to  persist  until  mid- summer, 
and  it  is  not  likely  to  be  fully  offset  by  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  rate 
of  lay  per  bird. 

Broiler  Prices,  Placements,  Below  Year  Earlier 

After  having  reached  a  ^^--year  high  in  November,  United  States  average 
broiler  prices  received  by  producers  declined  and  in  mid-January  were  about  the 
same  as  a  year  earlier.    In  quoted  farm  markets  the  price  changes  since  then 
have  been  mostly  downv;ard.    During  the  same  period  last  year  the  price  changes 
were  moderately  upward. 

The  mid-January  and  mid-February  1952  prices  received  by  farmers  were 
respectively  28.7  and  29.3  cents  per  pound  compared  with  the  25.9  cent  average 
for  the  3  preceding  months.    The  price  rise  helped  to  stimulate  the  increased 
settings  of  hatching  eggs  which  resulted  in  record  placements  in  February  and 
I»ferch.    As  a  result,  broiler  chick  placements  in  11  areas  rose  to  record  highs 
of  about  Ik  million  per  week  for  k  weeks  in  February  and  March.    In  some  areas, 
part  of  the  marketings  that  followed  sold  as  low  as  18  cents  per  pound. 

This  year  the  mid-January  price  of  28.2  cents  is  only  slightly  below 
last  year,  but  it  has  not  Induced  the  same  response  in  placements  as  occurred 
a  year  earlier.    Despite  the  reduction  in  feed  prices--the  $5  per  ton  decline 
from  a  year  ago  in  Del-Mar-Va  mash  prices  is  equivalent  to  3A  o^"  ^  cent  per 
pound  gain  in  the  broiler  price--the  current  price  has  not  boosted  egg  set- 
tings.   This  may  have  resulted  from  the  fact  that  prices  so  far  this  year  are 
below  the  30-cent  average  for  the  last  quarter  of  1952.    A  year  earlier  the 
corresponding  comparison  seemed  more  favorable  to  producers.' 

It  does  not  seem  likely  that  the  great  bulge  in  broiler  placements  that 
occurred  in  February-March  1952,  will  be  repeated  in  1953 •  situation  of 

the  past  few  months,  when  placements  have  been  larger  than  in  the  corresponding 
months  a  year  earlier,  will  be  reversed.    Most  of  the  placements  made  since  the 
beginning  of  October  1952  will  be  marketed  in  1953 >  and  from  the  beginning  of 
October  until  February  1^  there  were  10  million  more  chicks  placed  in  11  com- 
parable areas  than  had  been  placed  in  the  corresponding  period  the  year  before. 
But  March  1953  placements  are  likely  to  fall  below  i-larch  1952  by  an  amount  that 
will  wipe  out  a  large  part  of  this  cumulative  increase.    As  a  result,  by  the 
end  of  March  the  cumulative  percentage  increase  in  the  placement  of  broilers 
intended  for  1953  marketing  will  be  rather  small,  and  probably  in  line  with 
the  1952  increase,  for  which  complete  data  will  be  available  in  April. 

Data  so  far  available  for  I5  States  show  that  their  1952  broiler  output 
nttmbered  8  percent  more  birds  than  in  1951.    These  I5  States  accounted  for 
73  percent  of  the  I95I  broiler  output,  an.d  'jk  percent  of  the  I95O  production. 
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Production  on  farms  and  receipts  at  specified  assembly  plants 
and  terminal  markets,  December  1952,  with  comparisons 


Item 


Index  of  farm  pro- 
duction on  first 
of  month 

Deo.  1,  1951=100  y 


Average  receipts 
per  plant,  week 
ended  on  first 
Sat'orda^  m  month 

Iowa  assemblers 
and  processors 

Eastern  auctions 
and  producers 
assembly  plants, 

Pacific  coast  re- 
ceiving plants . . 


Terminal  market 
receipts  in  week 
ended  or.  first 
Saturday  in  month 

New  York .... 

Chicago  

Boston  

P^iiladelphia 
Los  Angeles. 
San  FrarxiBco 
Total,  "6  mark -it  3 


Unit 


Caces 


do. 


do. 


Thous  c 
cases 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 


1952-53 


Dec. 


Jan.   '  Feb. 


106     113  123 


605     678  86^^ 


3,UU1  3,222  3,i+38 


1>35  l,h2k  1,51*6 


63 
29 
2h 
34 
17 


90 
62 

25 
21 
36 
20 


109 
65 
29 
25 
35 
17 


276  254 


280 


1951-52 


Dec,   '  Jan. 


Feb.   '  Mar. 


Apr. 


100    107     126  138 


Ihl 


677     636       912    1,016  1,091 


3,U21       ?/    3,118    3,231  2,958 


1>^33  1>353    1,363    1,56U  1,632 


90 
78 
2k 
29 
33 
19 


112 
63 
27 
32 
V7 
25 


115 
86 
28 

31 
kl 
22 


116 
135 
27 
3k 
39 
21 


132 
81+ 
25 
29 
50 
20 


278      306  323 


37^ 


3I+0 


1/  Number  of  layers  on  farms  multiplied  by  eggs  per  Isyer, 
2/  Not  available. 
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T»bl9  12.-  WoelOy  broiler  place«ent«  In  epeclallred  areas  l/j  broiler  prlcee  and  broiler-feed  price  ratloe, 

Salleburj,  Maryland,  1951  and  1052 


1951 

1952 

Week 

Placeaenta 

11  areae 

:  Broiler 
:  price,  per 

Broiler- 
feed  price  : 

PlacamentB, 

11  areas 

Broiler 
:  price,  per 

:  Broller- 
:    feed  price 

Weoklj  [ 

CuauIatlTe 

:  pound, 
:    SlII Bbury 

ratio,  : 
Salisbury  : 

Weeldy 

Cumalative 

:  pound, 
:  Salisbury 

:  ratio, 
:  Salisbury 

nisuaands 

Itioueands 

Cents 

Lb.  feed 

Iliousande 

Thoueande 

Cants 

Lb,  feed 

12 
19 
26 

8,905 
:  9,033 
8,905 
9,756 

8,805 
17,838 
26,743 
36,499 

24.2 
26.3 
25.5 
27.S 

4.7 
5.2 
4.9 
5.4 

11,946 
12,056 
10,632 
11,554 

11,946 
24,002 
34,634 
46,188 

28.0 
28.9 
28.9 
28.9 

5.1 
5.2 
5.2 
5.2 

r»b.  3 

9 
16 
23 

9,»n 

10,642 
11,299 
11,605 

46,376 
57,018 
68,317 
79,922 

27.5 
28.3 
27.9 
28.4 

5.3 
5.5 
5.3 
5.3 

12,546 
13,299 
14,039 
14,144 

58,73'» 
72,033 
86,072 
100,216 

30.3 
30.9 
29.8 
28.3 

5.U 
5.5 
5.'» 
5.2 

Mar.  1 

8 
15 
22 
29 

11,321 
10,970 
11,235 
U,596 
12,211 

91,243 
102,213 
113,448 
125,044 
137,255 

28.1 
27.3 
27.3 
28.1 
28.0 

5.2 
5.1 
5.1 
5.2 
5.3 

14,067 
14,268 
13,791 
13.135 
12,595 

114,283 
128,551 
142,342 
155,477 
168,072 

28.3 
26.1 
26.0 
27.6 
27.0 

5.1 
4.8 
V.7 
5.0 
4.9 

*9r.  5 
12 
19 
26 

12,252 
12,267 
12,164 
12,176 

149,507 
161,774 
173,938 
186,114 

28.3 
29.3 
30.1 
29.9 

5.5 
5.7 
5.7 
5.7 

12,449 
12,271 
12,048 
12,096 

180,521 
192,792 
204,840 
216,936 

26.9 
26.8 
26.2 
25.8 

4.3 
4.3 
4.8 
4.8 

May  3 

10 
17 
2k 
31 

12,159 
12,2*»7 
11,993 
12,152 
12,lkl 

198,273 
210,520 
222,513 
234,665 
246,806 

30.2 
29.4 
27.7 
27.4 
26.3 

5.7 
5.5 
5.2 
5.2 
5.1 

11,535 
11,584 
11,491 
11,210 
10,768 

228,471 
240,055 
251,546 
262,756 
273,524 

25.1 
22.6 
22.0 
25.4 
24.8 

V.5 
4.1 
4.0 
4.6 
4.5 

Jane  7 
Ik 

21 
28 

11,826 
11,619 
11,532 
11,450 

258,632 
270,251 
281,783 
293,233 

26.6 
28.4 
28.6 
27.6 

5.1 
5.5 
5.5 
5.3 

10,770 
11,231 
U,429 
11,380 

284,294 
295,525 
306,95V 
318,334 

25.6 
25.5 
25.0 
24.7 

4.6 
4.6 
4.5 
4.5 

July  5 

12 
19 
26 

11,139 
11,231 
10,956 
10,528 

304,372 
315,603 
326,559 
337,oar 

27.2 
28.8 
27.7 
28.4 

5.3 
5.5 
5.3 
5.'» 

10,862 
10,668 
10,194 
8,668 

329,196 
339,864 
350,058 
358,726 

24.4 

27.3 
28.5 
28.2 

4.4 

k.9 
5.1 
5.1 

Aag.  2 

9  : 
16 

23  : 
30  ! 

10,526 
10,288 
9,644 
9,409 
9,312 

347,613 
357,901 
367,545 
376,954 
386,266 

28.4 
28.3 
28.6 
28.1 
28.4 

5.5 
5.«^ 
5.5 
5.4 

5.5 

8,657 
9,449 
9,349 
8,617 
8,554 

367,383 
376,832 
386,181 
394,798 
403,352 

28.6 

32.1 
32.5 

33  .V 
32.5 

5.1 
5.8 
5.8 
5.9 
5.7 

Sept. 6 

13 
20 

27  • 

9,074 
9,020 
9,171 
8,976 

395,340 
404,360 
'»13,531 
422,507 

28.2 
28.5 
27.4 
26.5 

5.4 
5.4 
5.2 
5.0 

8,865 
9,100 
9,054 
9,337 

412,217 
421,317 
430,371 
439,708 

31.8 
33.0 
31.2 
30.4 

5.6 
5.8 
5.5 

5.5 

Oct.  k 

11  : 
18  : 
25  : 

8,686 
8,721 
8,796 
9,125 

431,193 
439,914 
448,710 
457,835 

26.0 
25.0 
24.6 
24.0 

4.8 
4.6 
4.6 
4.4 

9,521 
9,892 
9,656 
10,237 

449,229 
459,121 
468,777 
479,014 

29.5 
28.7 
28.0 
28.2 

5.V 
5.3 
5.2 

5.3 

Hot.  1 

8  : 
15  : 
22 

29  : 

9,414 
9,451 
9,694 
10,219 
10,703 

467,249 
476,700 

*OD,394 
496,613 
507,316 

24.0 
24.6 
24.7 
24.7 
23.8 

4.6 
4  *o 
V.5 
k.3 

10,384 
10,675 
10,809 
11,249 
11,053 

489,398 
500,073 

522,131 
533,184 

30.6 
32.4 

34.7 

32.9 
32.7 

5.8 
6.2 
o.o 

6.3 
6.3 

Dec.  6 

13  i 
20  : 
27  : 

10,75V 
10,828 
11.158 
10,145 

518,070 
528,898 
540,056 
550,201 

24.4 

23,6 
23.2 
24.1 

4.4 
4.2 
4.2 
4.4 

11,421 
11,691 
U,950 
10,770 

544,605 
556,296 
568,246 
579,016 

33.8 
30.9 
27.4 
n.a. 

6.4 
5.8 
5.1 
n.a. 

Total  and- 
aTsrage  : 

550,201 

27.1 

5.1 

579,016 

28.2 

5.2 

1/  11  areaa:  K.  Conn.,  Del-Mar-Ya.,  Shenandoah  Valley  (7a.  and  W.  Va.),  N.  Car.  (Chatham  Wlliee-Buncombe),  Oa.,  Ark., 
Texas,  Ind.,  Miss.,  Ala.,  and  POa.    Horth  Carolina  does  not  Include  Central -Western  areas  for  vhlch  reporting  began 
January  1952. 

2/  Dates  given  are  for  1952.    Entries  for  1951  are  for  corresponding  veeks. 
n.a.  -  Hot  STallable. 
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Table  13 .-  Weekly  placements  of  broiler  chicks  In  11  specialized  areae,  1952, 
and  annual  totAla,  I95I  and  I952 


:  East  : 
:  Conn . 

Mar-  ; 
Va.  1/  ; 

Valley  j 
(Va  .W  .Va . ) ; 

N.  Car.  : 
( Chatham-  : 

Buncombe  2 /) : 

Georgia 

:  Arkan-  : 

!  sas 

Texas 

'  AlabeBB- 

Mlaela-: 

Bippi  ; 

Florida  = 

Indiana 

;  Tfaous. 

ThouB . 

ThouB . 

ThouB . 

Thove. 

Thoue . 

ThouB . 

ThouB . 

Thoue . 

Thous . 

ThouB . 

vail »  J 

:       i  io 

J  , J'^J 

1  284 

*f  f  X 

644 

lo^ 

7fiP 
|Oc 

12 

:  3'^7 

3,070 

738 

623 

2,294 

1)416 

1,487 

476 

642 

216 

747 

19 

:  258 

2,156 

736 

544 

2,310 

1,228 

1,411 

468 

600 

206 

715 

26 

!  303 

2,739 

698 

606 

2,468 

1,281 

1,462 

497 

588 

220 

692 

Feb.  2 

389 

3,389 

873 

649 

2,503 

1,280 

1,448 

471 

645 

231 

668 

y 

88q 

506 

667 

226 

771 

16 

5U2 

3,679 

973 

623 

2,788 

1,385 

1,648 

575 

774 

225 

827 

23 

U23 

3,729 

998 

683 

2,926 

1,362 

1,604 

577 

772 

241 

829 

March  1 

373 

3,8l»7 

995 

592 

2,800 

i,4oe 

1,666 

585 

783 

221 

803 

8 

L.16 

J,  f  L<  J.U 

648 

1  POP 

826 

P?P 

15 

357 

3,1*23 

1,081 

647 

2,792 

1,327 

1,686 

588 

788 

242 

860 

22 

351 

2,906 

1,054 

640 

2,861 

1,260 

1,590 

537 

860 

209 

867 

29 

308 

2,729 

957 

655 

2,797 

1,260 

1,492 

547 

868 

216 

766 

April  5 

381 

2,301* 

985 

671 

2,788 

1,205 

1,520 

633 

955 

215 

792 

12 

,5 1*^ 

2  U46 

Q07 

64 

2  710 

9^yy 

220 

19 

35^* 

2^93 

909 

679 

1,123 

1,430 

643 

803 

252 

791 

26 

36I* 

2,561* 

932 

650 

2,574 

1,137 

1,449 

589 

786 

202 

849 

May  3 

367 

2,3'H 

915 

664 

2,490 

1,069 

1,360 

615 

787 

218 

709 

10 

^Ul 

2 ,1+90 

878 

6^7 

2,420 

1  ll'? 

1  270 

858 

781 

17 

367 

2,517 

854 

684 

2,446 

1,001 

1,328 

570 

811 

203 

710 

2k  • 

328 

2,1*54 

816 

680 

2,377 

860 

1,348 

577 

835 

212 

723 

31 

378 

2,310 

707 

653 

2,366 

812 

1,227 

489 

781 

212 

833 

J  J*- 

2 .207 

82? 

657 

2  ■^12 

004 

1  24'i 

468 

TT^ 
1  \y 

20^ 

822 

14  ! 

369 

2,503 

859 

681 

2,379 

939 

1,258 

500 

782 

203 

758 

21  : 

302 

2,519 

953 

644 

2,390 

1,073 

1,279 

504 

747 

175 

843 

28  : 

315 

2,566 

851 

661 

2,367 

1,046 

1,317 

537 

705 

179 

836 

July     5  : 

351 

2,350 

761 

654 

2,381 

993 

1,231 

435 

746 

187 

773 

12  : 

28I* 

7-^8 

s4l 

oso 

4 16 

6<56 

TOO 

7lt0 

19  i 

318 

2,371 

835 

623 

2,179 

904 

1,113 

372 

652 

183 

644 

26  : 

2h6 

1,989 

758 

496 

1,823 

800 

922 

346 

581 

148 

559 

Aug.     2  : 

219 

2,067 

702 

504 

1,886 

765 

903 

339 

591 

175 

506 

206 

2  118 

7l47 

62'i 

2,118 

762 

1,011 

580 

180 

605 

16  : 

208 

l',992 

779 

560 

2,139 

868 

1,014 

466 

599 

207 

517 

23  : 

210 

1,913 

652 

503 

1,874 

735 

1,027 

411 

548 

208 

536 

30  : 

273 

2,065 

660 

455 

1,906 

677 

986 

365 

474 

220 

473 

262 

6l4 

500 

2  121 

Q7fi 

y  1" 

402 

5 'DO 

22s 

46? 

13  : 

228 

2,274 

625 

509 

1^977 

788 

1,024 

452 

508 

191 

524 

20  : 

19h 

2,452 

615 

536 

1,967 

577 

978 

438 

545 

201 

551 

27  : 

222 

2,519 

613 

531 

2,057 

667 

1,023 

446 

535 

199 

525 

Oct.     h  : 

195 

2,429 

682 

539 

2,176 

780 

1,022 

426 

578 

193 

501 

11  • 

87U 

x,xoy 

448 

678 

221 

■186 

18  i 

235 

2,652 

517 

360 

2,106 

714 

1,251 

464 

562 

204 

591 

25  : 

265 

2,578 

715 

419 

2,198 

862 

1,242 

489 

586 

206 

677 

Nov.      1  : 

335 

2,497 

817 

461 

2,171 

84? 

1,282 

459 

549 

229 

737 

8  : 

292 

2,694 

865 

462 

2,065 

792 

1,398 

524 

643 

231 

709 

15  : 

313 

2,752 

852 

511 

2,126 

811 

1,319 

532 

650 

213 

730 

22  : 

377 

2,831 

893 

569 

2,070 

864 

1,394 

519 

675 

227 

830 

29  : 

325 

2,882 

822' 

579 

2,110 

854 

1,389 

505 

684 

228 

675 

Dec .      6  ; 

351 

2,979 

916 

573 

2,018 

996 

1,396 

557 

642 

246 

747 

13  : 

27U 

3,250 

938 

576 

2,105 

1,089 

1,336 

507 

671 

252 

693 

20  : 

321* 

3,382 

900 

600 

2,171 

1,041 

1,356 

547 

639 

232 

758 

27  : 

302 

3,290 

732 

516 

2,019 

1,022 

1,062 

516 

531 

230 

550 

Total  1952  16,630 
Total  1951  15  ,'♦93 

139,524 
168,973 

42,460 
38,936 

30,364 
25,827 

120,752 
100,789 

52,179 
52 ,244 

67,611 
56,661 

25,974 
19,419 

35,59tJ 
24,804 

ll,o25 
9,051 

36,965 
38,004 

1/  Del-Mar-Va  reylaad  October-December  1951- 

2/  Net  Including  CentMl-Weatexs  Areas  for  vhlch  reporting  began  January  1952. 

1 
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More  Turkeys ,  Fever  Chlckena  In  Storage 

Although  a  record  hl^h  for  the  month,  the  February  1  cold-etorage 
holdings  of  turkey  were  lower  than  the  holdings  of  either  December  1,  1952 
or  January  1,  1953.    The  February  1  holdings,  142.6  million  pounds,  Included 
about  l8  mllllcn  pounds  Intended  i*or  delivery  to  the  Departirent  of  Agri- 
culture, or  already  owned  by  the  Department  and  not  yet  delivered  to  State 
end  local  agencies.    After  allowance  for  this  quantity,  the  "commercial" 
stocks  of  turkey  were  only  about  5  percent  above  a  year  earlier  and  con- 
siderably short  of  the  large  stocks  held  on  February  1,  I9U5  and  19^6. 
(Large  stocks  also  were  on  hand  February  1,  1950>  but  they  Included  about 
9  million  pounds  of  Government -owned  price  support  turkeys.) 

The  usual  seasonal  pattern  for  storage  holdings  of  turkey  In  recent 
years  has  been  that  they  rise  from  a  low  point  about  September  1  to  a  peak 
about  February  1.    In  each  of  the  last  2  years,  this  rise  has  been  Inter- 
rupted In  December  when  turkey  consumption  exceeded  current  slaughter. 
Consequently,  In  each  of  these  year^  turkey  holdings  were  larger  on 
December  1  than  on  January  1.    However,  In  each  of  the  past  20  years  before 
this  one  there  has  been  a  large  enough  Into-storage  movement  during  January 
to  mke  the  February  1  stocks  the  peak  for  the  year. 

Together  with  farmers'  early  marketings  of  turkeys  In  1952,  the  IBDA 
surplus  removal  program  for  turkeys  has  been  a  factor  In  this  changed 
seasonal  pattern  of  turkey  holdings.    The  USDA  planned  to  distribute  Its 
stocks  promptly  upon  delivery  from  vendors.    Since  over  30  million  pounds 
of  turkey  were  Intended  fcr  delivery  January  and  earlier,  the  program 
resulted  in  substantial  withdrawals  from  storage.    (Vendors  made  delivery 
of  the  turkey  while  It  was  In  storage.)    When  contracts  under  the  program 
were  closed  In  late  January,  they  totaled  kQ  million  pounds  of  eviscerated 
turkey,  as  shown  In  table  6. 

From  the  beginning  of  this  year,  the  Dairy  and  Poultry  Market  News 
Service  has  released  a  weekly  report  of  holdings  of  turkey  In  35  cities, 
but  the  report  has  not  been  available  long  enough  to  permit  Its  use  as  a 
basis  for  making  Judgments  about  total  U.S.  stocks. 

As  the  result  of  a  survey  undertaken  by  the  Institute  of  American 
Poultry  Industries,  a  breakdown  Is  available  of  the  storage  stocks  of 
turkeys  In  the  Unned  States  for  September  30,  1952,  and  January  3I,  1953. 
The  breakdowns  are: 


Percent  of  total  holdings,  by  weight 
Sept.  30,  1952        Jan.  3I,  1953 


Eviscerated  hen  turkeys 


Eviscerated  tom  turkeys 


26 
37 


55 
10 


Eviscerated  broiler- fi^rer 


type  turkeys 


7 
12 

18 


1 

26 

8 


N.  Y.  dressed  tom  turkeys 
N.  Y.  dressed  hen  turkeys 
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Storage  holdings  of  chicken  at  thd  "beginning  of  1953  were  the  smal- 
lest in  h  years,  despite  the  low  level  of  fowl  prices.     (Fowl  are  the  class 
of  chickens  for  which  marketing  is  the  most ' seasonal,  and  accordingly  the 
class  for  which  seasonal  trends  in  storage  are  most  pronounced.)  On 
February  1  the  total  holdings 'of  chicken  l/  were  112  million  pounds,  com- 
pared with  177  million  pounds  one  year  earlier. 

Table  16  shows  that  peak  storage  holdings  of  chicken  as  a  percentage 
of  total  annual  production  arc  declining.    A  factor  in  this  is  the  increas- 
ing proportion  of  the  total  output  which  comes  from  broilers.    There  is  less 
seasonal  variation  in  the  output  of  this  class  of  chicken  than  there  is  for 
farm  chickens. 

The  years  during  and  immediately  after  World  War  II  were  exceptions 
to  the  trend  toward  reduced  storage  of  chicken  as  a  percentage  of  total 
chicken  slaughter.    In  some  of  these  years,  distribution  of  red  meats  was 
uncertain  and  subject  to  controls,  and  many  users  or  suppliers  sought  to 
assure  the  availability  of  substitutes  through  the  storage  of  poultry. 
Another  exception  was  the  1947-48  season  when  chicken  prices  were  un- 
usually high  and  supplies  of  turkey  small. 


Table  13a.-  Eggs  and  poultry  receipts  by  truck  and 
total,  Chicago,  I95O-52 


;  Shell 

eggs 

\  Frozen 

egg 

*  Poultry, 

live 

]  Poultry, 

dressed 

:Receipt8 

:Percent- 
:  age  by 
:  truck 

:              : Per cent - 
rReceipts:  age  by 
;              :  truck 

:  :Percent- 
:Eeceipts:  age  by 
:             :  truck 

:  rPercent- 
:Receipts:  age  by 
:              :  truck 

1,000 
cases 

Percent 

1,000 
lbs. 

Percent 

1,000 
lbs. 

Percent 

1,000 
lbs. 

Percent 

1952  : 
Total  : 
By  truck  : 

3,858 
3,724 

97 

24,685 
24,094 

98 

^7,256 
^+6,715 

99 

13^,291 
120,004 

89 

1951  : 
Total  : 
By  truck  : 

3,823 
3,700 

97 

28,284 
24,884 

88 

53,245 
52,699 

99 

128,475 
113,606 

88 

1950  : 
Total  : 
By  truck  ; 

3,962 
3,694 

93 

20,574 
19,332 

94 

63,356 
62,072 

98 

117,784 
97,916 

83 

1/  All  poultry  excluding  turkeys  and  ducks. 
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Table  l^i.-  Turkeys:  U.  S.  storage  holdings  February  1  as  a  percentage  of 
preceding  year's  crop,  193^  to  date 


Turkeys  slaugjitered  preceding  : 

-  Febiniary  1  holdings  of  turkey, 

year,  N.  Y.  dressed  equivalent: 

product  welf^t  basis 

1/ 

Year 

Percentage  : 

:      Percentage  of  : 

Percentage  of 

Weight 

of  previous  : 

Weight 

previous  yeeur's  : 

previous  season' 

year 

:         slaughter  : 

storage  peak 

Million  pounds 

Percent 

Hi  111  on  pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

193^ 

207 

112 

20" 

7 

119 

1935 

233 

95 

2k 

8 

118 

1936 

:  268 

95 

21 

8 

87 

1937 

36c 

13»^ 

kl 

11 

199 

1933 

3^5 

96 

28 

8 

69 

1939 

35U 

103 

29 

8 

101 

19kO 

U21 

119 

^5 

15 

232 

I9IH 

U7Q 

65 

Ik 

100 

1*65 

97 

An 
tXJ 

^  rill  0 

19'*  3 

U92 

1C6 

38 

8 

63 

19*^ 

U57 

93 

kS 

11 

128 

19l»5 

5»»1 

118 

7k 

Ik 

153 

19^6 

662 

122 

135 

20 

182 

19^7 

631» 

103 

lUO 

20 

lOU 

19*»3 

588 

86 

33 

lU 

59 

19H9 

510 

87 

55 

11 

66 

195c 

691 

135 

138 

20 

251 

1951 

736 

107 

117 

16 

85 

1952 

336 

llU 

lU 

IOC 

1953 

2/925 

2/111 

1/1^3 

2/15 

123 

1^/  For  recent  breakdovn  of  turkey  storage  stocks  by  eviscerated  and  5.  Y.  dressed,  see  p.  ; 
earlier  breakdovns  not  available.    2/  Unofficial  estimate.    1/  Peak  holdings  frcan  1952  crop  vere 
153  million  pounds  on  December  1,  1952. 

 0  

Table  15.-  Turkey  prices  per  pound:  Eviscerated  heavy  toms  in  New  York  City,  and  live 
ll^tvelght  Beltsville  Small  Whites,  Shenandoeih  Valley  of  Virginia  and 
West  Virginia,  selected  dates,  October  1951  to  date 


Season 

Date  1/ 

Oct.  1 

;  Ncv.  1  ; 

Dec.  1 

;  Jan.  1  ;    Feb.  1  ;  Mar.  1  ;  Apr.  1     '  May  1  ; 

June  1 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 
a . 

Cents         Cents       Cents         Cwits  Cents 
Frozen  eviscerated  toms,  I6-I8  pounds  av.  wt. 

Cents 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

62-6U 
52-5U 

63  6U 
5U-56 

63-65 
53-57 

56-5-         58-59       58-59         58-59  6k 
53-56  53-55 

68^-69 

b.  Froren  eviscerated  toms,  heaviest  weij^ts  quoted  2/ 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

'1/65-66 
53-60 

1/62-61* 
5>53 

61-61* 
53-53 

V51-55     i*/57-53  ^57-58     U/57-58  y6k 
53-56  55i-56^ 

c.  Live,  llf^twelf^t  Beltsville  Small  Whites 

70-71 

1951-  52 

1952-  53 

•  33-39 
36-37 

»*3 
37-38 

UI-U3 
37-33 

39-»*0        36-38      37-39        33-39  35 
1*2  l*o| 

35 

1/  When  given  date  was  Saturday,  Sunday,  or  a  holiday,  or  quotation  was  otherwise  unavilable, 
first  business  day  thereafter.    2/  Over  21*  pounds,  unless  otherwise  noted.    1/  22-2U  pounds. 
hj  20  pounds  and  over. 


Source:    Producer 's  Price  Current. 
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Table  l6.-  Chicken:    U.  S.  peak  storage  holdings  as  a  percentage  of 
total  slaughter,  annually,  1932  to  date 


Season 

Quantity 
:  ^ 

!  pounds 

1  0'5P-'3'3 

no 
y(- 

J-UJ 

J-yjH  J? 

no 

ft? 

1  kft 

•  XHQ 

no 

XXV 

1  HQ 

I9UO-UI 

ll^O 

I9UI-42 

161 

\f>0 

xo;:^ 

lQlik-k5  • 

10*5 
•'•yy 

19^+5-1^6  ; 

2kk 

19H6-H7  : 

iQk 

19k7-kQ  ; 

225 

I9U8-U9  : 

119 

19^9-50  : 

160 

1950-51  : 

163 

1951-52  : 

190 

1952-53  : 

12i; 

Peak  holdings  l/ 

Month 
reported 

1  iZ_ 


Total  chicken 
slaughter 


January 
do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

do. 
do. 

December 

February 
December 
January 

do. 

do. 

December 
J  ariuary 

do. 
December 
do. 


Million 
pounds 

2,U65 
2,572 
2,392 
2,297 
2,392 
2,273 
2,2lU 
2,U58 

2,51U 
2,789 
3,2Ul 

i+,135 
3,903 
»+,15U 
3,639 
3,i^79 
3,288 
3,830 

U,06l 
i+,557 
l/i+,750 


Peak  holdings 
as  a  percent- 
age of  annual 
slaughter 

Percent 

k 
h 

5 
h 
6 
U 

5 
k 

6 
6 
5 
5 
5 
6 

5 
6 
k 
k 

k 
h 

^3 


1/  Specifically,  total  poultry  excluding  turkeys  and  ducks. 

2/  Product  weight:  breakdown  between  N.  Y.  dressed  and  eviscerated  not 
available . 

^  As  of  the  first  of  the  indicated  month. 

h/  New  York  dressed  basis,  for  the  calendar  year  in  which  the  indicated 
season  began. 


^  Unofficial  estimate. 
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Parity  for  Poultry  Products  Lowered  ^  . 

Shift  in  Computation 

In  January,  the  "transitional"  parity  price  for  eggs  was  dropped 
5  more  percentage  points,  from  35  percent  of  the  old  parity  to  80  percent. 
This  was  down  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  19^3,  as  amended  by  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  19^9 >  which 
specifies  that  the  transitional  parity  price  related  to  the  "old"  formula 
is  to  b©  reduced  by  5  percent. for  each  calendar  year  since  January  1,  19^9. 

?able  IT.-  Prices  received  by  farmers  for  eggs,  chickens,  and  turkeys,  relative 
to,  the  general  level  of  prices  received  by  farmers,  19^0  to  date,  and 
example  of  derivation  of  adjusted  base  prices  for  parity  conputatlon 


Year 

'.  Prices 
.  received 
.  by  farmers 
!    for  all 
commodi • 
ties  1/ 

!(i9i>i'*=ioc; 

.Average  prices  received  by 
farmers  for 
poultry  products 

f*n  TTTIPTS 
r»Ap p  1  V  fid 

prices  received  by 
for  poultry  products 
by  index  of  prices 
for  all  commodities; 

Eggs, 
per 
dozen 

:  All 
'•chickens , 

:  per 
:  DOund 

'Turkeys , 
[  t)er 
[  pound 

Eggs, 
per 
dozen 

:  All 
:chickens 
:  per 
:  pound 

Turkeys, 
.  per 
\  pound 

:  Percent 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

a.  Annual 

averages 

19kc 

IOC 

19.1 

lU.O 

ih.O 

19.1 

Ih.O 

lli.O 

iqUi 

J. 

25.0 

16.3 

16.3 

20.3 

13.3 

13.7 

19*^2 

3IA 

19.7 

21.6 

19.9 

12.5 

13.7 

19^3 

192 

33.7 

25.3 

29.6 

20.2 

13.2 

15.^ 

igkh 

196 

33.3 

25.2 

31.6 

17.2 

12.9 

16.1 

206 

39.0 

27  .1 

33.3 

13. 9 

13.2 

16,2 

19^*6  ! 

23U 

39.2 

28.3 

33.2 

.  16.8 

12.1 

14.2 

19^7  1 

275 

U6.U 

23.2 

31.9 

16.9 

10.3 

11.6 

19»*S  : 

235 

U3.C 

32. U 

Ul.O 

16.8 

11. u 

Ik.k 

I9U9  : 

2UQ 

U5..U 

27.2 

33.0 

18.2 

10.9 

15.3 

1950  . 

256 

36.9 

..   2U.3  . 

,  31.5 

lk,k 

9.7 

12.3 

1951        "  : 

302 

^1.9 

27.3 

35.9 

15.9 

9-.0 

11.9 

19=2  : 

23d 

kl.9 

26.1 

33.3 

IU.5 

9.1 

11.7 

b.    12G-month  averages 

I9UG-U9.  : 

202-  ' 

36.6 

2U,2 

29.1 

13.1 

12..0 

Ik.k 

19^*1-5-'  : 

2l3 

■  33.U 

.    25. U 

30. 9 

17.6 

11.7 

14.2 

1942-51 

'.  .  235  .  ■ 

ivO.7 

26.5 

32.3 

i7.3 

11.3 

14.0 

19^3-52  : 

2U3-  _ 

hl,7 

27.2 

3U,c 

16.8 

11.0 

13.7 

1/  Including  allowance  for  wartime  subsidy  payments. 

2/  The  IC -year , averages  appearing  in  these  3  columns  correspond  to  the  base  price 
■for  the  CQffiputatlcn  of  "modernized"  parity  for  the  year  after  the  last  year  in- 
cluded in  the  respective  averages.     "Modernized"  parity  Is  the  base  price  multlplle 
by  the  parity  index.    For  eggs,  "modernized"  parity  was  not  yet  applicable  in 
January  1953;  the  effective  parity  price  then  was  the  transitional  one. 
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Parity  for  eggs  wJLll  "be  shifted  from  the  transitional  to  the 
"modernized"  "basis  whenever  the  figure  as  computed  "by  the  modernized 
formula  is  higher  than  the  transitional  figure.    The  transitional  parity 
price  in  mid- January  was  the  same  as  the  modernized  parity  price  would 
■  haye  "been.    Any  widening  of  the  gap  "between  the  respective  indexes  of 
prioes  paid  by  farmers  l/  used  to  compute  these  2  parities  would  raise  the 
modernized  parity  higher  than  the  transitional.      From  then  on,  the 
modernized  One  would  "be  the  effective  one.    In  mid- January  the  Unrevised 
Index  was  276  percent  of  I9IO-IU,  while  Prices  Paid  (Commodities  and 
Services,  Interest,  Taxes,  and  Wage  Bates)  was  282, 

Egg  prices  in  mid-January  were  101  percent  of  the  new  current 
transitional  parity  price.    This  was  the  first  month  since  October  19^6 
that -U.  S.  average  egg  prices  received  by  farmers  had  reached  parity, 
(in  May  1951  the  percentage  was  9^.)    Except  for  possible  changes  In  the 
two  Indexes  of  prices  paid  by  farmers  from  the  mid-January  levels,  the  U.  S. 
monthly  average  farm  prices  for  egge  from  mid-February  through  mld-April 
,that  would  equal  parity  would  be  41.2  cents  per  dozen.  2/  From  February 
through  April  1952,  prices  received  by  farmers  averaged  3^ cents  per 
dozen.    Although  egg  prices  are  likely  to  average  higher  this  spring  than 
last,  they  are  not  likely- to  be  substantially  above  the  parity  level 
during  these  months .  ....   - 

The  adjusted  base  period  prices  for  chickens  and  turkeys  to  be  used 
in  computing  1953  parity  prices  for  these  commodities,  ar©  lower  than  the 
bases  used  last  year.    This  is  despite  the  fact  that  the  19^3-52  averages 
•.of  both  chicken  and  turkey  prices  were  higher  than  the  19^2-51  averages^.. 
The  downward  adjustment  occurs  because  the  percentage  rise  in  the  average' 
prices  of  these  commodities  for  19^3-52,  as  compared  with  I9J+2-5I,  was 
smaller  than  the  increase  in  the  index  of  prices  received  by  farmers  for 
all  products.     (See  table  I7.) 

New  Development  in  Broiler  Marketing 

Broiler  auctions  have  become  popular  in  several  specialized  producing 
areas  In  the  last  few  months,  following  the  initial  success  of  the  Eastern 
Shore  Poultry  Growers'  Exchange  which  had  its  first  auction  near  Selbyvllle, 
Delaware  In  June  1952. 

Poultry  has  been  sold  before  by  auction,  but  the  method  employed  by 
the  Selbyvllle  Exchange,  by  its  counterparts  in  Goshen,  Indiana,  and  Broad- 
way, Virginia,  and  contemplated  by  the  projected  market  for  Gainsvllle, 
Georgia,  is  novel  in  that  the  chickens  are  not  brought  to  a  central  point 
for  sale.    Instead,  the  flocks  simply  are  listed  a  day  or  more  in  advance 
of  the  Suction.    Prospective  >»uyers  visit  and  appraise  the  flocks  In  which 
they  may  be  Interested,  and  then  v.id  at  the  auction  held  at  the  Exchange  or 
market  headquarters . 

1/  For  transitional  parity,  the  Unrevised  Index  of  Prices  Paid,  Interest, 
and  Taxos;  for  modernized  parity.  Prices  Paid  by  Farmers  for  Commodities 
and  Services,  Interest,  Taxes,  and  Wage  Rates. 

2/  For  February,  March,  and  April,  the  factor  for  seasonally  adjusting 
monthly  egg  prices  is  steady,  at  87  percent  of  tJ?.e  12-month  average. 
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Since  the  services  of  the  Exchange  or  auction  do  not  involve  trans- 
portation of  the  birds  sold,  and  the  organization  has  no  responsibility 
for  grading  or  otherwise  handling  the  birds,  the  costs  of  operation  are 
low.    The  Selbyvllle  Exchange  charges  $1.00  per  thousand  birds  in  the 
flocks  listed  for  sale  thrrugh  its  facilities.    The  fee  stands  whether 
the  producer  accepts  the  highest  bid,  or  elects  not  to  sell. 

The  establishment  of  this  type  of  market  tends  to  promote  an  open 
exchange  of  information  between  buyers  and  sellers,  since  both  the  quan- 
tities offered  and  the  prices  bid  are  clearly  shown.    When  a  large  part 
of  an  area's  output  is  sold  in  such  market,  as  is  the  case  on  the  Eastern 
Qicre,  the  price-making  process  operates  on  a  basis  which  should  serve  to 
force  the  price  differentials  (between  lots  sold  on  the  same  day)  to  actu- 
ally reflect  differences  in  their  worth,  on  account  of  quality  or  other 
characteristics. 

The  Exchange  or  auctions  also  serve  to  prevent  misunderstandings 
between  buyer  and  seller  over  the  conditions  of  a  deal,  since  the  organi- 
zation prescribes  standard  terms  for  the  transfer,  including  such  matters 
as  pickup  date  and  weighing  method,  and  exceptions  must  be  explicitly 
agreed  upon.    Also,  the  managements  of  the  Exchange  investigate  the 
credit  statue  of  buyers,  and  accept  bids  only  from  those  able  to  assure 
prompt  payment  to  producers. 

These  marketing  agencies  are  typically  set  up  as  non-profit 
organizationB.    The  impetus  toward  their  organization  usually  comes  from 
people  in  the  trades  serving  the  broiler  Industry,  as  well  as  from  broiler 
growers  themselves. 

The  tables  following  indicate  the  large  volume  achieved  by  the 
Eastern  Shore  Exchange  during  the  months  it  has  been  in  operation,  and 
indicate  the  prices  paid  there  in  comparison  with  those  quoted  for  the 
Del-Mar-Va  area  as  a  whole  (Including  sales  at  the  Exchange),  However, 
the  difference  between  the  lixchange  and  over-all  prices  should  not  be 
construed  as  Indicating  higher  average  net  returns  through  the  Exchange 
than  otherwise;  there  is  no  indication  as  to  whether  or  not  the  average 
quality  of  Exchange-sold  birds  xaight  have  exceeded  that  of  those  sold 
otherwise. 

Dally  sales  over  the  Selbyvllle  Exchange  have  been  scheduled  for 
Mondays  through  Fridays,  holidays  excepted.    At  Goshen,  Indiana,  sales 
have  teen  held  twice  weekly  since  the  system  was  begun  in  October  1952, 
and  the  Broadway,  Virginia  auction  began  on  January  9>  1953^  also  intend- 
ing to  hold  semi -weekly  sales,  but  initially  holding  only  weekly  auctions. 
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Table  l3.-  Broilers:    Weekly  sales  over  the  iEastem  Shore  Poultry  Growers' 
Exchange,  Selbyvl lie,  Delaware,  compared  with  total  Del-Mar-7a 
marketings,  June  1952  to  date 


Volume  of  broilers 

:  Total 

:  Exchange  sales 

Week  ; 
ending  [ 

Number 

of  birds 

rmarketlngs  of 

:as  a  percentage 

Lots  : 
1/  ; 

Offered 

:  Sold 

:  broilers  on 
•  Del-Mar-Va 
:  peninsula 

:      of  total 
:  marketings 
:  on  Peninsula 

Number 

Thousands 

Thousemds 

Thousands 

Percent 

1952  \ 
June  23  : 
July  5 
12 

V.  19  : 
•  .  26  ! 

88 
.  H7 
192 
IU3 

■    98  . 

1,076 
U23 
1,7^1 
1,205 
1,013 

763 
306 
1,U90 

1,109 
3Ul 

3aU6 
2,853 
3,197 
3,275 
2,'jkk 

2U 
11 
47 
34 

31  , 

Aug.  2 

9  • 
16 

23  : 
30  ; 

•  119 
lk2 
Ikl 

•  119 
122 

1,135 
1,520 

1,813 
1,1^3 
1,020 

959 
1,270 

1,369 
913 
882 

2,815 

2,eik 
2,517 

2,U10 
2, 1^33 

34 
47 

54  ^ 

38 

36 

Sept .  6 

13 
20 

27  : 

\  115 
•  171 
Ilk 
120 

979 
1,'»53 

980 
1,231^ 

957 
1,336 
926 
9U3 

2,291* 

2,717 
2,138 
2,k2Q 

.  42 
49 
42 

39 

Oct.  U 
11 

18  ■ 
25  ;■, . 

•  9'+ 

•  93 
:  85 

56 

850 

735 
712 
n.a. 

767 
643 
665 
531 

2,U65 
2,1*79 
2,532 

2,312 

31 
26 
26 
23 

Nov.  1 

8  . 
15 

29 

;  n^a. 

:  "56 
.  53 

>    u  .SI  . 

!  n.a. 

n  .a .  • 
n.a. 
n  .a . 

673 
658 

673 

U97 
pio 
622 
658 

2,210 
2,066 
1,362 

1  73f) 

1,311 

31 
24 

28  - 

yj 
50 

Dec.  6 

13 
20 

27 

.  n.a. 

:  101 
:  80 
:  n.a. 

n.a. 
n.a, 

713 
n.a. 

1,003 

99** 
660 
601^ 

2,038 
2,136 

2,106 
1,695 

49 
47 
31 
36 

1953 

Jan.  3 

10 

17 
2U 

31 

:  lUo 
:  12k 
'  Ilk 
:  89 
:  127 

&kk 

1,109 
n.a. 

911 
n.a. 

1.20'5 
1,030 
1,102 
756 
1,082 

1,395 

2,l*Ul 

7  " 

2,517 
2A59 
2,651 

64 

42 
44 

31 
41 

Feb .  7 

lU 

n.a. 

:  116 

n.a. 
n.a. 

1,058 
1,070 

2,645 

42 

40 

1/  Through  October  IS,  lots  offered;  thereafter, lots  sold.    Lots  offered  but 


not  sold  may  be  re-offered  within  the  same  week.        n.  a.    Not  available. 
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Table  19--  Typical  price  quotations  per  pound  (live)  for  "broilers  sold  over 
the  Eastern  Shore  Poultry  Grovers '  Fxchan.^e  and  for  all  sales  on 
rel-N'jai--Va  Peninsula,  selected  dates.  November  1^'52  to  date 


Eastern  Shore 
Poultry  Grc>wei-s  '  Exchan^:: 

e  1/ 

All  sales  on 
Del-Mar-Va  Peninsula  2/ 

Date 

■  Tescrir- 

■  ticn  of 

■  chickens 

r  -  A  ^  ^ 

Price 

:  Quantity : 
:   (heed^  : 

Complete 
range 

'"Mostly" 

Weight      :  : 
^3g33      .  Completie  . 
range 

"Mostly" 

N'lEber 

Cent  3 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Nov.  5 

:  Crosses 
:  Feds 
:  Whites 

23,*^oc 
3,coc 

31-32? 
31-33 
31 

All  weights  31-33 

32-32i 

Dec.  2 

Crosses 
Feds 
:  Whites 

3s, 600 
125, Uco 
?6,2C0 

31  3/l+-3^i 
3li-3fci 

All  weishts  31^-364 

33-3^+ 

Crosses 
Feds 
"//"hites 
Mixed 


Crosses 

Peds 

V.'hlte 


79,000 
Ikj .500 
^3,200 
5,OC0 


59 . 5C0 
iu.ooo 

31,5CO 


26-23  3/^  2'-^-2H  3/U 

27-30^  23-J-29 
2Tt-2c^J 

27i  29 


25  3/'+-27i:- 

2ti-27i 
25  3/^-23 


Under  3  Its. 
3  lbs.  and 
over 


Iftider  3  Ihs, 
3  lbs.  and 
over 


26-  29-i 

27-  30;- 

25-  27i 

26-  2^ 


27-  23 

28-  28i 


27-27i 

?6i-27i 


JAN. -FEB.  1953 


-  28  - 


Table  20.-  Dl strlljutlon  of  egg  production  on  farms  by  half  years, 
by  States    and  regions,  1952 

 (data  for  cover  chart)  


State 
and 
region 


Egg  production  on  feirme 


Jan. -June 


July -Dec. 


Total 


Percentage  distribution 
of  annual  production 


Jan. -June 


July -Dec , 


Maine 

New  Hampsiilr© 
Vermont 
Massachusetts 
Ehode  Island 
Connecticut 
Nev  York 
New  Jersey 
Pennsylvania 

North  Atlantic 
Ohio 
Indiana 
Illinois 
Michigan 
Wisconsin 

East  North  Central 
Minnesota 
Iowa 

Missouri 
North  Dakota 
South  Dakota 
Nebraska 
Kansas 

West  North  Central 
Delaware 
Maryland 
Virginia 
West  Virginia 
North  Carolina 
South  Carolina 
Georgia 
Florida 

South  Atlantic 
Kentucky 
Tennessee 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Arkansas 
Louisiana 
Oklahoma 
Texas 

South  Central 
Montana 
Idaho 
Wyoming 
Colorado 
Now  Mexico 
Arizona 
Utah 
Nevada 
Washington 
Oregon 
California 

Western 
UNITEa)  STATES 


Mil,  egg 

325 
218 
89 
463 
54 
313 
l,23J+ 
1,261 
1,971 


5,92b 


1,532 
1,557 
1,788 

899 
1,226 


7,002 


2,190 
2,796 
1,568 
353 
765 
1,064 
1,155 


9,891 


303 
667 
279 
791 
277 
489 
216 


3,103 


731 
606 
443 
381 
430 
236 
696 
1,752 


5,275 


143 
149 

59 
243 
69 
46 
245 

15 
421 

313 
1,870 


3,573 


34,772 


Mil,  eggs 

338 
217 
80 
462 
53 
330 
1,134 
1,242 
1,712 


"57W 


1,263 
1,201 
1,345 
697 

999 


5,505 
1,^61 
2,067 
1,015 
241 
485 
694 
771 


6,934 


57 
212 
482 
201 

545 
185 
339 
161 
2,182 


513 
417 
289 
268 
265 
149 
427 
1,169 


3,497 


111 
122 

46 
169 

46 

33 
196 

12 
361 
239 
1,680 


3,015 


26,701 


Mil,  eggs 

.  663 
435 
169 
925 
.  107 
643 
2,368 
2,503 
3,683 


11,496 


2,795 
2,758 
3,133 
1,596 
2,225 


12,507 


"3;B5r 

4,863 
2,583 
594 
1,250 
1,758 
1,926 


16,825 

515 
1,149 
480 
1,336 
462 
828 
377 


1,244 
1,023 
732 
649 
695 
385 
1,123 


8,772 


2^ 
271 
105 
412 

115 

79 
441 

27 
782 
552 
3,550 


61,473 


Percent 

49 
50 
53 
50 
50 
49 
52 
50 
54 


52 


55 
56 
57 
56 

55 
IT 


57 
57 
61 
59 
61 
61 
60 


59 


59 
59 
58 
58 
59 
60 
59 
57 


59 


59 
59 
61 
59 
62 
61 
62 
60 
"50- 


15" 
55 
56 
59 
60 
58 
56 
56 
54 
57 
53 

IT 


Percent 

51' 
50 
47 
50 
50. 
51- 
48- 

50 

 46 

 ITS— 


44 

43 
44 

45 


43 
39 
41 
39 
39 
40 


41 
41 
42 
42 

4i 
40- 
41" 

43 


41 
41 
39 
41 
38 
39 
38 
40 


40 


45 
44 
41 
40 
42 
44 
44 
46 
43 
47 


57 
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Indaz  of  Special  Articles,  Peaturea,  and  Other  Selected 
Itew,  Poultry  and  Sgg  Situation,  195^ 


TteM 

Broilers  -  veekly  placeaents 
by  areaa,  1951.  «n<l  vookljr 
prices  and  ratios,  Del-Mar- Va 

Canada  -  Igg  productlcn,  egg 
price  support  systea 

Census  of  Agrlculturs,  1950  - 
CoBparlsons  vltta  BAZ 
data 

Chickens:    Breed  distribution  of 
hatchery  supply  floclcs 
Clstrlbutlm  of  flocks  on  fam , 
by  States 

Intentions  to  raise,  1952 

Palsed:    relation  to 

chantree  In  velgtated  egg  - 

feed  price  ratio 
pullets  cn  hand  following 

Jan .  1 

Chicks  and  young  chickens  on  farms 
during  growing  season: 
relation  to  pullets  on  band 
follovlng  J&n .  1 

Chick  purchases  -  conpoeltlcn , 
eexed  and  straight-run, 
19*3-52 

Ccnstmpt*  cc,  per  capita  - 
eggs,  chickens,  turkey 


Dried  egg: 
stocks 


dlspoeltloL  of  USDA 


IggB,  XJBVA  surplus 

remoral  progran,  1952 

Feed  price  outlook 

Peed  concentrate  distribution  among 
llrestock  enterprises,  I95O-51 
1951-52 

Prozen  egg  products,  yolk,  albunen: 
Talnee  separated  and  mixed 

Putures  trading,  eggs  -  suzmary  of 
monthly  prices  for  1952 

Inccoe,  gross,  1951,  to  farmers 
froB  eggs  and  poultry 

Outlook,  1953 

InccHBe,  Demand,  Springtime  egg 
prices.  Egg  production,  Chickens 
to  be  raised.  Broilers, 
Turkeys 

Storage  of  eggs,  Feed  prices 

Parity:    Annual  changes  in 
coiQnrtatlco 


Issue  Ho. 

157 
158 

158 

162 
158 
157 

157 
160 

159 

160 
161 

157,  159,  160 

159,  160 
162 


157 
162 


160 
162 
159 


161 
162 

197 


Item  Issue  No. 

Parity:    Factors  for  seasonal 
adjustment  of  monthly 
egg  prices  160 

Poultry  -  conrerelon  factors  and 
shrinkages,  by  species  and 
class,  from  live  to  dreeced 
and  ready- to- cook  157 

Poultry  meat  prices  -  comparisons 
vlth  other  meats  and 

llTestock  162 

Price  control,  minimum  levels 

for  maximum  price  ceilings  157 

Price  ratios,  poultry  and  egga/feed  159 

Prices,  eggs:    seasonal  Tsriatlon 

by  sites  l62 
monthly  factors  for  seasonal 

adjustfflsnt  160 

Production  and  value:  eggs, 
chickens,  broilers, 
turkeys:    1951,  by 

states  159 

U.  S.,  annually,  long  time  series  159 

Pullets  saved  per  100  chicks 

staited  160 

Seaacn  of  hatch,  for  laying 

flock  replacements  162 

Storage  holdings:    eggs,  shell 
and  frozen,  weekly  stocks 
during  Into-storage  seasons, 
I9U6-5I  157 

Poultry,  monthly  holdings  and 
movements,  Jan.  I95I  - 
July  1952  160 

Storage,  eggs;  outlook  for 

1953  162 

Supply  of  eggs,  seasonal  variation 

by  size  i62 

Turkeys:    breed  distribution  of 

hatchery  supply  flocks  l62 

Intentions  to  raise,  1952  I57 

Baleed,  and  related  factors, 

available  data,  I929  to  date  I57 

Scheduled  deliveries  to  UBDA  under 
1952  surplus  removal 
program  i62 

World  egg  production,  I95I; 

1952  chicken  numbers  I58 


•  The  last  preceding  index,  covering  1950  and  1951,  was  published  in  the  Jan.-Peb.  I952  laeue. 

*Ie8ue  157,  Jan.-Feb.;  I58,  Mar.-Apr.;  159,  May-June;  I60,  July-Aug.;  16I,  Sept.-Oct.  (Ann'l 
Outlook  issue);  l62,  Hov.-Dec. 
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